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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING OR TRANSMISSION |37 CVR § 1.8(a)] 
I hereby certify thai this correspLjndence in being: 

P deposited with the United States Postal Service on the date shown below With 
sufficient postage a* fir*t clas«t mail in mi envelope addressed to: Commissioner for 
Patents, RO.ttox 1 450. Alexandria, VA 72313 1450. 

13 tmnsmitted by facsimile on the date shov/u below to the United Stale* Patent and 
Trademark Office at 57 1-273-8300. 



MarcJi 15.2007 
Date 



Signed by: Susanro/Uackn 



Dear Sir: 

On February 23, 2007, a personal interview was conducted between applicants' attorney, 
Karl G. Hanson and Examiner Nihir B. Patel. 

At the interview, applicants' attorney indicated that he would amend the definition of 
"mask body" to further distinguish the present invention from U.S. Patent 4,960,1 21 to Nelson. 
Upon further review of this definition and the disclosure in Nelson, applicants' attorney has 
decided that there is no need to amend the definition of mask body to overcome the anticipation 
rejection under 35 USC § 1 02(b). 

At the interview, it was the Examiner's position that Nelson's hard shell 12 could be 
considered to be a mask body and thus meet the limitations of element (a) of applicants 1 claimed 
invention. Regardless of whether the term "mask body" as presently defined can be appropriately 
read on the rigid insert of 12 of Nelson, applicants have noticed that they have further limitations 
in their respiratory mask body "element (a)" of claim 1 to distinguish over Nelson. Element (a) 
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a force is exerted on nose and chin portions." The hard shell 1 2 described in Nelson would 
not be able to provide for such rotational movement Becmise Nelson's half-mask assembly has a 
hard shell 12, its mask body does not lack a rigid insert. Nelson's mask body also has an 
elastomeric face seal 14. As such, Nelson's mask body is not non-elastomeric. Finally, Nelson's 
mask body cannot be deformed to provide rotational movement of the cheek portions about an 
axis. 

For these reasons, applicants' believe that the Section 102 rejection cannot be properly 
sustained under the present definition of mask body. 

Applicants also believe that the outstanding obviousness rejection also cannot be 
sustained for the reasons presented in the Amendment mailed February 1 5 3 2007. 

To the extent necessary, applicants petition for an extension of time. Please charge the fee 
for such extension to Deposit Account No. 13-3723. 



Respectfully submitted, 



March 15. 2007 
Date 




Office of Intellectual Property Counsel 
3M Innovative Properties Conapaay 
Facsimile No.: 651-736-3833 
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